6/23/09 


Mr. W lUlKn Falr}agr^ AsUd'tafif Oenei^ ^eunssl 
HoC:faw-U^, Itio. 

1221 4vanua of tha tmorloas 
New Xork, MsT* 10020 

Dear Mr. Farl^, 


After two month you now may you ard roapondln« to my letter of two months ago. 
Not my recent letter to Now American ti-hraiy, of coureo, Jus^ like after jy 

L goteat <reariI^ peralated until you wore oontraotlng with NAL, when suddenly I ^t two 
letters from ^avla. He was oazeless in the second and send me a xerox of the Indaceot 
pa^ that was markad "legal*'* 

You conclude hy telling me you trUet the proposed changes saiiafy conberhs. 
^ou know very well from my previous letteij^that they do not and more# cannot* 

To describe what la said about me oh page 414 as Ixiaocurate Is td pralBe it* ^t 
is a odaplete fabrldatlco^ as you certainlji should know jgy now* There la no way in 
i*hioh you can dootof it to keep it from being hurtful to 'msTfSiayim 

I recognise your and Ditvla problem with this* lio matter how much he be^evee It 
he and you have a phony book that waa safe because there is little ohanbe ^Woello idJl 
sue. But there was no reason to believe that ^Wcello gave a damn about whet the House 


assasslna or the FBI said about him. So Davis used me as the basis for his complete fabric 
cation te make It ap^ar that the guilty ^^arcello waa deeply conoemed. And you and 
^avia do not want to be eltbe^i^ionest or decent^ preferring to have that feeble peg 
for what all is hiing on it* 

You do not believe, you now say, that you have hurt my reputation or daused de 

t 

any diatiess. Having the dead nan you decribe as the mafia's top lawyer rnmunaglng around 


my place for much of a year idien it is totally false is not hurtfi£Li no bause fbr distnes? 

You profess not to see my obooem over what you change a little bitj net unusual 
for lawyefe, ir^fer to merely as an "interviaw" Davis said he had with fee* Vhat he adtiidlly 
said is "formal interview,” He never indlo^d anything b/"the sort and I aaBmeJtlm opposite* 

In abort* he la not content to defame me on a total fabrication, he has in additlofi 
the need to trade bn my name* 

fc^efer to his "appreciatibn"of me* Not only the forgo^dug ia olear bh thati There 
la also the matter that despite my several lettera has been ingoxe^i^ha assietant 1^ 
liad woiiting here either sent him by mistake or mlafiled the brief eexTei|«ndence 1 had 
with '^ack Waaseroank I aaked for oopies. that asking too mucht Or an you ahd he dfi^d 


I may siiow it to someone who might ask me about the book? 

If he wants to cd.te ey published work* fine* If he wants to thank me for giving 

him access to the recoids I got under FOIA, fine* But I v^t nothing that in any way, no 

matter how indirectly, oan be interpnted as associating ms with that book^ 
oc:NAL Sincerely. Harold Veisber^ 



